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From the Gospel Visitant. 


EXAMINATION OF MR. WORCESTER’S ~ 
DISCOURSE, 


(Continued from page 154.) 


Ist. We want to find proof that God loved sinners ; 
and 2d, We want to find proof that in giving to sinners 
a token of his love, God has made as high an expression 
of love as is spoken of in the sacred writings. See St. 
John iii. 16, 17, **For God so loved the world that he 
gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth 
in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. For 
God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the 
world, but that the world through him might be saved.” 
1 John iv. 10, “Herein is love ; not that we loved God, 
but that he loved us, and sent his Son to be the propi- 
tiation for our sins.” Rom. v. 8. “*But God commend- 
eth his love toward us, in that while we were yet sin- 
ners, Christ died for us.” 

These scriptures sufficiently prove that God loved the 
world of mankind while in a state of sin, and that he sent 
his Son to die for the world of mankind asa token of his 
love tothem. That the delivering of Christ to die for 


mankind is considered as a major token of the divine | 


favor, we learn from Rom. viii. 32, **He that spared 
not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all, how, 
shall he not with him freely give us all things?” The 
plain argument of the apostle in this scripture, is, as 
God has loved us with a love which is stronger than 
death, and bas, pursuant to that love, delivered up his 
own Son for us all, which is the richest token that 
could have been sent even from heaven itself, ‘here is 
surely no other gift too great for him to be-tow. Look 
now at the preacher’s question on page 6th, before 
quoted. **Would it not, then, be palpably absurd to 
suppose that God will confer a reward, as. an expression 
of his favor, upon those in whom he has no delight?” 
We have just proved that the death of Christ for sin- 
ners, was a commendation of God's love to them, 
which proves, according to the preacher’s question, 
that God delights in them! 

The preacher is willing to acknowledge that God 
Joves his creatures, as his creatures, but the light in 


which he places this love is truly shocking, and one of | the foregoing scriptures is it not evident, that the for- 
the greatest examples of folly and madness which has | giveness of sins, justification unto life, aud a restora- 
tion to the favor of God, which is life, and the gift of 


ever fallen under our notice. See his 22d and 23d 
pages. ‘‘Yet it is affirmed God loves his creatures. 
Why? Because they are his creatures. So does the 
vilest man on earth love his children, because they are 
his children; so also does the most savage beast of the 
forest love his offspring, because they are his offspring ; 
and there is as much holiness, as much moral goodness, 
in the natural affection of wicked men fortheir child- 
ren, or even of brutes for their offspring, as in the love, 
which, according to the deniers of future punishment, 
God has for his creatures.”? It may be well to notice 
here, that what the preacher means by fu/ure punish- 
ment, is an endless exclusion from the felicities of 
heaven, as may he seen on his 9th page, which we 
shall notice in another place. What do we ought to 
do with the ahove representation of love? If God do 
not punish his offspring eternally, the preacher says 
there is no more holiness in his love.than there is in the 
love of a brute! 

The unavoidahle and most favorable conclnsion from 
the preacher's statements. is, that God exercises a holy. 
love towards those whom he excludes from endless 


‘ 


happiness, and an unholy love towards those whom he| 


favors with eternal felicity !_ This conclusion will at 
dently appear to the reader's understanding, if it be | 
observed, that the preacher defines the reward in the | 
text to mean immortal life and glory, granted to those | 
who deserre from God nothing but evil : for surely if! 
not to punish eternally any of God's offspring, proves 
his love to be unholy, it must be such as deserve noth- 
ing but evil from him. 

2d. It will not be necessary to multiply quota- 
tions to show that the forgiveness of sins, justification 
through Christ, and a restoration to divine favor, im- 
ply as much as the preacher has set up, as the reward 
mentioned in his text. See Eph. i. 7, 8,9, 10,11, ‘Io 
whom we have redemption through bis blood, the for- 
giveness of sins, according to the riches of his grace, 
wherein he hath abounded toward us in all wisdom 
and prudence ; having made known unto us the mys- 
tery of his will, according to his goed pleasure, which 
he hath purposed in himself; that in the dispensation 
of the fulness of times, he might gather together in one 
all things in Christ, both which are in heaven and 
which are on earth, even in him: in whom we also 
have obtained an inheritance, being predestinated ac- 
cording to the purpose of him who worketh all things 
after the counse! of his own will.’ In this scripture is 
seen the forgiveness of sins according to the riches of 
God’s grace, in which grace God hath abounded to- 
wards usin all wisdom and prudence. 

It surely must be according to the riches of Ged’s 
erace, that any of his offspring are privileged with im- 
mortal life, and it is according to the riches of his 
grace, that he forgives sins. The subject of justifica- 
tion is treated on particularly by St. Paul to the Rom. 
v. 18, ‘Therefore, as by the offence of one, judgment 
came upon all men to condemnation ; even so by the 








righteousness of one. the free gift came upon all men 
unto justification of life.” That this life, to which all | 
men are justified by the righteousness of Christ, is eter- | 
val life, is seen by the last verse of this chapter. **That 
as sin hath reigned unto death, even so might grace 
reign through righteousness unto eternal life, by Jesus 
Christ our Lord.”? The divine faror is spoken of in Ps. 








xxx. 5, “In his favor is life.”” The preacher surely 
will not deny that this life is elernal fe. Now from 


eternal life, are all the same in the divine wisdom iu 
which God hath abounded towards his creatures? If 
so, what is the eouclusion? Answer—the preacher 
endeavored to make a distinction where there is none. 

If the reader desires to know why the preacher 
should wish to make the above distinction, we observe, 
that should he allow the justifying of the sinner unto 
life, through Christ, to be the reward which is not 
reckoned of debt, but of grace, then this reward could 
not be granted to any but sinners; but he contends | 
that if the wicked have it as well as the righteous, it | 
destroys the very essence of reward. | 

Let us look at the scripture which speaks of the re- | 
ward of grace. See Rom. iv. 4, 5. **Now to him that | 
worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace. but of 
debt. But to him that worketh not, but believeth on 
‘im that justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for 
“ighteousness.”’ If believing that God will justify the 
ungodly, be counted for righteousness, what will the 
elief that God will not justify the ungodly, which the 
preacher contends for, be counted ? 
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= See 
As the reader may be impatient to know what the 
preacher would be at, which obliges him to be so full 
of contradictions, it may be well to observe, that he is 
endeavoring to prosecute a quarrel against the heel of 
a doctrine from which the head of his carnal mind. has 
received some deadly bruises. Or to speak without a 
metaphor, he is at war with the grace of God which 


_ bringeth salvation to all men/ In order to get along 


with this opposition, be is endeavoring to find a plau- 
sible argument against the salvation of sinners; and as 
he cannot find any of the human race who are not siu- 
ners, his endeavors bring him into all these contradic- 
tions ; for he cannot raise a single argument whereby 
the salvation of one son or daughter of Adam can be 
effected, without establishing data by which the whole 
human family may also be saved ; nor can he suggest 
apn argument to prove either the justice or the certaiu- 
ty of the endless misery of any, wilhout having it ap- 
plied to the whole posterity of Adam. 

In this difficulty we find him all the way through his 
sermon. One argument on which the preacher puts 
much dependance for success, in maintaining the doc- 
trine of endless punishment, is, that God regards with 
complacency the righ/eous, to whom he will confer the 
reward of eternal felicity. The moment we bring this 
argument to a trial by the scriptures, it is lost. 

Who does the preacher mean by the righteous? See 
his answer on page Sth. ‘The righteous are they, 
who imperfect as they are, yet truly love and fear 
God. Reconciled to him by faith in the Redeemer, 
they walk humbly with him, they diligently seek him, 
cordially embrace his truth, and obediently observe 
his commands. All who are of this character are, in 
the scriptural sense, righteous, or truly pious.» The 
righteous are again described on page 6th, as I have 
before noticed, in the following words: ‘For Christ's 
sake indeed, their sins are forgiven ; and they are jus- 
tified andyestored to the divine favor.” Now having 
gotten a description of the righteous as it respects their 
righteousness, let us ask how they became righteous? 
Answer, by having their sins forgiven for Christ’s sake, 
by being justified unto life for Christ’s sake, and by 
being restored to the divine favor by faith, which is 
the gift of God. It is reasonable, and even necessary 
that the preacher be asked if all mankind would not 
be righteous in this scriptural sense, if God should for- 
give their sins for Christ's sake, justify them unto life 
for Christ’s sake, and for Christ's sake restore them to 
the divine favor by faith, which is his gift? How is 
this question to be answered? Would the preacher 
be willing to suggest that there is such a radical differ- 
ence in men, that some who are favored with all the 
above ‘lessings, are still haters of God, and disobe- 
dient to his commands,and that others are lovers of God, 
and obedient to his commands? jhe plain case is 
this—the preacher wishes his hearers to leap over eve- 
ry thing which constitutes a man righteous in the scrip- 
tural sense, not noticing it as the gift of divine mercy, 
and by a sort of jumble, attribute the whole to crea- 
ture goodness—then lest he be attacked for the notion 
of justification by works, he declares positively that the 
best mea on earth deserve from God nothing but evil. 
So we are landed exactly where we sat out. 

In the midst of such Egyptian darkness, let us in- 
troduce the heavenly light of divine revelation. What 
do the scriptures hold forth as the ground of our righ- 
teousness? Wo they noi say of Christ, that the name 
wherewith he shall be called is the Lord our righte- 
ousness? Do they not say that by the righteousness of 
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one, the free Bi Ucamé bpon all men ete jul feat ide “et! who Hate Mii on be at th@ex Perse BF edt 
of life? Is not the true gospel faith a belief in'him and setting him up in the world, and ‘then love him 
who justifies the ungodly? Are we not said to be jus- with complacency because he had an education, and 
tified freely by his grace ? f was in business? Or would a father be more likely to 
But the preacher says, “‘Reward, indeed, necessari- do these things for his son because he loved him in the 
ly implies distinction.”»> But he has not proved the as- first place? What would the good people of this 
sertions weither can it be maintained on either of the preacher's parish think of the® reverend pastor, ifthe 
grounds of reward, as he has explained the word. If should tell all the parents that they had no rational or 
reward méan a competisation for services, then as the commendable love for their children, only im conse’ 
case might be; all might equally fulfil the task assign- ‘quence of having fed them, clothed them, and educat- 
ed them, in which Case ‘a dittinction in the rewards }ed them?» Could the most modest of theni forbear cor- 
would be inadmissible. Or, if reward mean what the | recting his error; by telling him that all which he as- 
preacher first pretebded to confitie himself to, namely, | signed: as the cause of their Joving their children, was 
a Bestownient of uniheriled good, as a toket of favor, | only the effects of (he love they bad for them before they | 
even to those who deserved nothing but evil, a dis- | thus fed, clothed, and educated them? It would not} 
tinction in the tewards, in this case, would be equally | be very strange if so~e who think it mo crime just to 
inadmissible. We do not wonder that the preacher | speak to their minister, shoul think ita duty to hint 
should make the abdve assertion, because the fact is,| Something like the above queries to him, on account of | 
he cannot do without it ; and yet he cannot support it, | the sermon we are examining. What is'the reason the | 
nor make it agree with his own explanations of the | preacher does not see the impropriety of supposing that | 
word, so we find him as we have and shall find him. | God hates the works of hisown hands, and is at enmity | 
The preacher bestows much labor to make it appear| With his'own rational offspring? Ifthis were the case, 
that God regards the righteous with complacence, with | what sense or propriety would there be in all the plen- 


a design to iofer from that, that God does not regard tiful scripture testimony, which goes to prove that God 
the wicked as he does the righteous, and theréfore wil] | sent his Son to die for siriners because he loved them? 
(To be Continued.) 
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not treat them with the same favors, and of course will 
not give unto the wicked the glorious gift of life and 
immertality which he is determined to bestow on the 
righteous. 
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We do not wish to inculcate an idea that there is 
not xs great a difference in God’: approbations of virtue 
and true piety, and his disapprobations of vice and ir- 
religion, as there is between, those opposite qualities, 
as exhibited in human characters; but we wish to be 
indulged in the query, whether there be in reality as 
much difference bet ween those who profess the religion 


Persis Ifall, a young lady of highly cultivated mind | 
and of accomplished manners, about 24 years of age, of | 
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opinion, which has nevertheless been supported by 
meoy.a narrow sectarian, that the happiness of the 
blessed will be increased by a view of the miseries of 


the damned! fleaven forbid that we should disgrace 
ourselves by admitting a thought so purely diabolical ! 


We see then that the same considerations and argu- 
ments apply against this doctrine, which were urged 
against that of eternal misery. ~We know that many 
adopt it, whose good feelings will not permit them to 
receive the other system ; but we cannot help think- 
ing that the one bears the same harsh and gloomy fea- 
tures as the other, though with some modification ; 
and that they both should be renounced and avoided 
by those who would entertain clear, satisfactory, and 
envobling views of the government of God.” 





FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
ANECDOTES, &c. 


Messrs. Editors,—In the Magazine of January 7th, 
| observed an Anecdote, purporting to be the sub- 
tance of a conversation between certain persons in 
Hardwick, Mass. The anecdote, in substance was 
correc!, but the conversation was had, not in Hard- 
wick, but in the State of New-York, (in Otsego Co. 
if! mistake not.) 





A conversation on the same subject took place in 


Hardwick, not many years since between a resprcta- 
ble farmer, (I mention his occupation, as it gives pe- 








Lebanon, N. H. destroyed herself recently by taking | culiar effect to the metaphor used,) who was a Uni- 
opiim. She Kad been ina state of mental derange-|versalist, and a student in divinity, now a Baptist 
ment for four or five morths previous to the fatal nigtt,' preacher in Connecticut. It was iv substance as fol- 
occasioned by a belief that she had commited the un- lowa:— 


pardonalte sin, This religions phrenzy produced aj; 


Student. The saints in heaven will, doubtless, for- 


of the preacher, and sustain ag good a moral character | state of deep dejection and despair; which a!l the ex- | ever rejoice at the execution of the righteous judg- 


as professors in general do, and the most irrelizious and 
immoral, as there is between the two states to which 
the preacher assigns them in the future and eternal 
world? It is not to be é¢xpected that the preacher 
will undertake to vindicate the affirmative of the above 


rm oe , 
ertions of her friends could not remove, and which re- | 


} 


sulted as mentioned above.—.47gus. 
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UNITARIANS ARE UNIVERSALISTS. 


ments of God on the finally impenitent. 
Farmer. Do you really believe, Sir, that the saints 


will ‘rejoice at the sight of the torments of the dam- - 


ned? 
Stud. J} do. , 
Far. Do you imagine it will afford the devil satis- 





question. Yet he is laboring to show that in order to | hp The following article will shew the truth of what | faction to torment the wicked? 


reward every man according to his worl:s, they must 
be assigned to those ‘infinitely different states in the 
eternal world! Ts there an infinite difference in the 
characters of men in this finite state 2? If nof, how is 
there to be an infinile distinclion made i» rewarding 
them according to their works? The preacher con- 
tends that the best of men deserve nothing from God 
but evil, yet wishes to insinuate that God cannot make 
the distinction in the eternal world which his moral 
government requires, unless he makes some cf those 
who deserve nothing but evil, eternally happy, and 
others eternally miserable! 

On his Ith page the preacher says, ‘*Thowgh the 
best of saints in this world are imperfect, yet for all 
that is holy in them, God regards them with compla- 
cency.”” Here the preacher defines so nicely as to 
bring his mistake to light. We will ask the preacher 
how these saints came by the holiness for which God 
regards them with complacency? Ile surely will not 
say that those saints have wrovght this holiness for 
themselves, for which God thus regards them, for if 
they did they would deserve something besides evil 
from him. Ile will then say that all the holiness 
which they possess is the gift of divine mercy. What 
was their sitaation before God gave this holiness to 
them? Answer—destitute of holiness. Did God lore 
them in this state? Jf he did not, why did he give 
4+his holiness to them? ‘Does he love this holiness any 
Letter than he did before he gave it to those sinners, 
or jo a word doeshe love those sinners because he has 
dove those gracious things for them? Or did he do 
these gracious things for them because he loyed them? 
Whea the preacher can answer these questions cor- 
rectly, he will learn to avoid those contradictions 
grhich appear in bis present preaching. Woold a faths 





j 





is sometimes stated iv the Magazine, viz. that the | 
Unitarians of our conntry believe in the doctrine of | 
Universal Salvation. The article is probably from | 
the pen of Rev, F. W. P. Greenwood, now settled | 


at the Stone Chapel in this city. 
; 


**We next come to the doctrine of the fina! exlermi- | 
nalion of lhe wicked ; which teaches, that after the | 
wicked have been made to undergo ia the future life ' 
a dreadiul and protracted degree of suffering, they 
shall at last be forever annihilated. © This doctrine ap- | 
pears to me to be nearly asirrational,ifnot quite.asthat | 
which bas jast Leenexamined. (endless mizery) It is not ! 
so revolting to the feelings, because it does finally putan | 
end to the tortures of the condemned ; but that is the | 
only advantage which it possesses over the other. It 
militates equally with it against the perfect attributes 
ofthe Creator. It supposes that he has created beings 
to whom existence has been a curse; that he has or- 
dained, or permitted, 1 care not which word you use, 
that there should be millions of creatures, who after 
having passed a life on earth of varied pleasure and 
pain, of fancied good and real bitterness, and after 
haviog suffered along and dreary retribution after 
death of unimagined torture, should then be swept 
away from the vast creation, and be as they had’never 
been. And why punish thematall? Why not anoni- 
hilate them, if they are to be annihilated, immediately 
on the visible death? Their future torments are to be 
of no service te themselves, for when they have been 
tortured for an indetinite lepgih of time, without the 
least purpose of producing apy change in them, they 
are to be bloited out eternally. Neither can their 
punishment be of any advantage to those who are sav- 
ed and happy. These last need no such examples, 
surely, to terrify them ftom going astray ; and Heaven 





Stud. Most certainly. 


Far. Well, it will be very convenient for the Al- 


mighty to feed his saints and the devil at the same 
crib, and with the same fodder. 

The student muttered something about blasphemy, 
and the conversation closed. Lucius. 


— @ »—- 
“TF hen God the mighty Maker died.” —Warts. 


The following conversation, in effect, also took place 
in Ware, Mass. between a Universalist and an ortho- 
dox Deacon. 

Deacon. Siv, being infinite, required .n infinite a- 
tonement : and unless Christ were actuaHy God, he 
could not have made such an atonement or sacrifice. 

Unirersalis!. Do you believe that Ged the Spirit, 
which upholds and goverus all things, suflered death ? 

Dea, | do. 

Unir. Then it was a fortunate circumstance that 
the devil did not find cut when God was dead, for if 
he had, he would have made terrible work. [The 
Universalist reasoned with the Deacon on his own 
ground, admitting for the sake of the argument, the 
personality of the devil.] Lucivs, 








From the (Philadelphia) Reformer. 
EXTRACT OF A LETTER FROM JOHN WESLEY. 


The following extract of a Letler from John Wesley to 
Bishop Asbury, dated London, Sept. 20, 1788, de- 
serves the serious consideration of the Methodist So- 
ciely in the'present day. 

“There is, indeed, a wide difference between the 
relation wherein you stand to Americans, afd the re- 
lation wherein I stand to all the Methodists. You are 
the elder brother of the American Methodists: I am, 


onder Cod, the father of the whele family. Therefore 
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1 naturally care for you alt inva manuer-no-other per- 
son can do. Therefore ‘I, in a measure, ‘provide for 
you all; for the supplies which Dr. Coke ‘provides for 
you, he could not provide were it net for me, were it 
vot that I not only permit-bim. to collect, but also sup- 
port him ia so doing. 
‘Bat in obe point, my dear brother, I am a little a- 
fraid both the docter and you differ from me. I study 


% 


to be “i jqpoustudy to be great. I creep ; you strut 
along. “P feund’a school; you a college? Nay, and call 
it after your own names!* O beware! Do not seek 
to be something / Let me be nothing, and ‘ Christ be 
all in all’ 

‘One instance of this, of your greatness, has given 
me great concern. How can you, how dare you, suffer 
yourself to he called bishop? 1 sbudder, | start at the 
very thought! Men may call mea kvave or a fool ; 
a rascal, a scoundrel, and iam content; but they 
shall never, by my consent, call me bishop! For my 
sake, for Christ’s sake, put a full end to this! Let the 
Presbyterians do what they please, but Jet the Metho- 
dists know their calling better. 

‘Thus, my dear Franky, I have told you-all that is 
in my heart: and let this, when | am no more: seen, 

‘bear witness how sincerely I-am, 
‘Your affectionate friend and ‘brother, 
‘“Jons Wrsirey.” 

* Cokesbury College, twice burned down. The 
name was formed from the names of its founders, Coke 

and Asbury. 











PAPAL. FRAUD. 
j27-The following fraud will show our readers what 
wickedness ba« been practiced by the friars of the 

Roman Church. It will enable them also to de- 

ecern the moral influence of the doctrines of endless 

misery and purgatory. 

Among all the monastic orders, nove evjoyed 2 high- 
er degree of power and authority than the dominican 
friars. whose credit was great, and their influecce uni- 
versal. This wiil not appear at all surprising when 
we consider that they filled very eminent stations in 
the church, presided every. where over the terrible 
tribunal of the ingu/sition, and had the care of souls, 
with the function of confersors, in all the courts of Eu- 
rope; a circamstance thia, which, in these times of ig- 
norance and superstition, manifestly tended to put the 
most of the Furopean princes in their power. But, 
notwithstanding all this. credit and authorily, the do- 
mipicans had their enemies ; and about this time their 


INIVERSALAST: MAG: 


their habit,-as a laybrother, was' chosen as the instra- 
ment of the ‘delusions they were contriving. One of 
the four dominicans, who had undertaken the manage- 
ment of this plot, conveyed himself secretly into Jet- 
zer’s cell, and’ about midnight appeared to him in a 
horrid figure, surrounded with howling dogs, and seem- 
ing to blow fire from his nostrils, by the means of a 
box of combustibles which ‘he held near his mouth,— 
In this frightfal form’he approached Jetzer’s bed, told 
him that he was the ghost 6f a dominican, who had 
been kifled at Paris, as a judgment of heaven for lay- 
ing aside his monastic habit; that he was condemned 
to purgatory for this crime ; adding, at the same time, 
that by his means, he might be rescued from his mise- 
ry. which was beyond expression. This story, accom- 
pavied with horrible cries and howlings, frighted poor 
Jetzer out of the little wits he had, and engaged him 





| to promise to do all that was in his power to deliver 
‘the dominican from his torment. Upon this, the im- 
_postor told him, that vothing but the most extraordi- 
|nary mortifications, such as the discipline of the whip, 
| performea during eight days by the whole monastery, 
‘and Jetzer’s lying prostrate in the form of one crucifi- 
/ 04, in the chapel during mass, could contribute to his 

deliverance. He added, that the performance of these 


mortifications would draw down upon Jetzer the pecu- | 


‘liar protection. of the Blessed Virgin; and concluded 


Ly saying, that he would appear to him again, accom- | 
‘panied with two other spirits. Morning was no sooner , 


come, than Jetzer gave an account of this apparition 
‘to the rest of the convent, who all unanimvusly advis- 
ed him to undergo the discipline that Was enjoined 
| Upon him; and every one consented to bear his share 
| of the task imposed. The deluded simpieton obeyed, 
;and was admired as a saint by the multitudes that 
| crowded about the convent, while the four friars that 
‘managed the impostute, magnified, in the most pom- 
/pous manner, the miracle of this apparition, in their 
sermons and in their discourse. The wighi after, the 
apparition was renewed with the addition of two im- 
posters, dressed like devils, and Jetzer’s faith was avg- 
mented by hearing from the spéctre all the secrets of 


| his life and thoughts, which the impostors had learned 


‘ 


from his confessor.. In this and some subsequent 
; scenes, the detail of whose enormities, for the sake of 
_ brevity, we shall here omit, the impostor talked much 


(to Jetzer of the dominican order, which he said was 
| peculiarly dear to the Blessed Virgin ; he added, that 


i 
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that pierced Jesus on:the cross, as she had done before 
to St. Lucia and St. Catharine. Accordingly, she took 
‘his hand by force, and struck’a large nail through it, 
which threw the poor dupe into the greatest torment. 
The next night this masculine virgin brought, as she 
pretended, some of the linen in which Christ had been 
buried, to soften the wound, and gave Jetzer a sopori- 
fic draught, which had in it the blood of an unbaptized 
child, some grains of incense and of consecrated salt, 
some quicksilver, the hairs of the eyebrows of a child, 
all which, .with some stupifying and poisonous ingre- 
dients, were mingled together by the prior with magic 
_ceremonies,.and a solemn dedication of himselfto the 
| devil in hope of hissuccour. This draught threw the 
poor wretch into a sort of lethargy, during which the 
; monks imprinted on his body the other four wounds of 
| Christ in such a manner that he felt no pain. When 
| be awakened, he found, to his unspeakable joy, these 
impressions on his body, and came at last to fancy him- 
| selfa representative of Christ in the various parts of 
| his passion. Ue was, in this state, exposed to the ad- 
miring multitude on the priocipal altar of the convent, 
to the great mortification of the franciscans. The do- 
' minicans gave him some other draughts, that threw 
, him into convulsions, which were followed by a voice 
conveyed through a pipe into the mouths of two ima- 
ges, one of Mary and another of the child Jesus; the 
former of which had tears painted upon its cheeks in 
a lively manner. The little Jesus asked his mother, 
, by means of this voice, which was that of the prior, 
why she wept; and she answered, that her tears were 
| owing to the impious manner in which the franciscans 
j attributed to Aer the honor that was due to him, in 
| saying that she was conceived and born without sin. 
The apparitions, false prodigies, and abominable 
‘stratagems, of these dominicans, were repeated every 
j nigh ; and the matter was at length so grossly over- 
acted, that, simple as Jetzer was, he at last discovered 
it, and had almost killed the prior, who appeared to 
him one night in the form of the Virgin with a crown 
on ber head. The dominicans, fearing by this discov- 
| ery to lose the fruits of their imposture, thought the best 
method wonld be.to own the whole matter to Jetzer, 





opulence and clory, to carry onthe cheat. Jetzer was 
persuaded, or at least appeared to be so. But the do- 
minicans, suspecting that he was not entirely gained 
over, resolved to poison him; but his constitution was 





influence began to decline. Nay, several marks of perfi- the Virgin knew herself to be conceived in origenal | $0 vigorous, that, though ‘they gave him poison five 
dy, that appeared in the measures they employed to ex- | #’”s that the doctors who tanght the contrary were io; several times, he was not destroyed by it. One day 
tend their authority, @xposed them justly to the pub- purgatory ; that the Blessed Virgin avhorred the fran- they sent him a loaf prepared with some spices, which, 
lic indignation. Nothing could be more infamous than | ciscans for making her equal with her son ; and that | growing greenina day or twe, he threw a piece ofittoa 
the frands they practiced to accomplish their purposes, | the town of Berne would be destroyed for harboring | wolf*s whelps that were in the mouastery, and it kil- 


as may be seen among other examples, by the tragedy 
they acted at Berne, in the year 1509. 

This most impious frand is recorded at lepgth by 
Ruchat, at the end of the 6th volume of his Fis/oire 
de la Reformation en Suisse ; avd also by Hottinger, 


in his Histor. Eccles. Flelret. tom. i. p. 334. There is} 


,such plagues within her walls. Jn one of these ap- 
| packtionh, Jeizer imagined that the voice of the spectre 
, resembled that of the prior of the convent, and he was 
not mistaken; but not suspecting a fraud, he gave lit- 
| tie attention to this. The prior appeared in various 
forms, sometimes in that of St. Barbara, at others in 








also a compendious, but distinct narration of this infer- | that of St. Bernard; at length he assumed that of the 
nal stratagem, in Bishop Burnet’s T'rarels through Virgin Mary, and, for that purpose, clothed himself in 
France, laly, Germany. and Switzerland, p. 31. The | the babits that were employed to adorn the statue of 
stratagem ip question was the consequence ofa rival. | the Virgin in the great festivals; the little images, 
ship between the franciscans and dominicana, and! that on these days are set on the altars, were made 
more especially of their controversy concerning the | ae of for angels, which, being tied to a cord that pas- 
emmaculate conception of the Virgin Mary. The for- sed through a pulley over Jetzer’s head, rose up and 
mer maintained, that she was born without the blem.|down, and danced abont the pretended Virgin to in- 
ish of original sin ; the laller asserted {he contrary.— crease the delusion, The Wirgin, thus equipped, ad 

The doctrine of the franciscans, in an age of darkness dressed a long discourse to Jetzer, in which, among 
cand superstition, could not but be popular; and hence (other things, she told him that she was conceived in 
the dominicans lost ground from day to day. To sup- | °7?gimal sen, though she had remained but a short time 
port the credit of their order, they resolved, ata chap- uuder that blemish. She gave him, as a miraculous 
ter held at Vimpsen, inthe years 1504, to have re proof of her presence, a host, or consecrated wafer, 
course to ficticious visions and dreams, in which the | Which turned from white to red in a moment; and af. 
people at that time had an cary faith; and they de-| er various Visits, in which the greatest enormities were 
termined to make Berne the scene of their operations. | ‘ransacted, the virgin prior told Jetzer, that she would 
A person named Jetzer, who was extremely simple, give him the most affecting and undoubted marks of 
and much inclined {o austerities, and who had taken | her sons love, by imprinting on him the /‘re wounds 





led them immediately. At another time they poisoned 
_ the host, or consecrated wafer, but as he vomited it up 
soon after he swallowed it, he escaped once more. In 
short, there were no means of securing him, which the 
most detestible impiety and barbarity could invent, 
that they did not put in practice, till, fiuding at last 
an opportunity of getling out of the convent, he tbrew 
himself into the hands of the magistrates, io whom he 
made a full discovery of this infernal plot. The affair 
heing brought to Nome, commissaries were sent from 
thence to examine the maticr; and the whole cheat 
being fally proved, the four friars were solemnly de- 
graded from their priesthood, and were burt alive, on 
the last day of May, 1509. Je'zer died sometime af- 
ter at Constance, having poisoned himself, as was be- 
iteved by some. ad his life been taken away before 
jhe had found an opportunity of making the discovery 
jalready mentioned, this execrable aud horrid plot, 
which, ia many of its circumstances was conducted 
with art, would have been handed down to posterity 
asa stupendous miracle. This is a very brief account 
of the matter; such as are desirous of a more circum- 
stantial relation of this famous imposture, may consuit 
the authors mentioned in the beginning of this note. 

Mosheim’s Eccles. Hist. vol. 4, pp. 18—22. 








and to engage him, by the most seducing promises of 
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SELECTED. 


MY FATHER'S AT THE HELM. 


The curling waves, with awful roar, 
A little bark assail’d, 

And pallid Fear’s distracting power, 
O’er all on board prevail’d. 


Save one, the Captain’s darling child, 
Who stedfast view'd the storm, 

And cheerful, with composure, smil’d 
At Danger’s threat’ning form. 


“And sport’st thou thus,” a Seaman cried, 
**While terrors overwhelm ?” 

‘*Why should I fear ?” the boy replied, 
‘“*\My Father's at the helm.” 


So when our worldly all is reft, 
Our earthly helpers gone, 

We still have one sure anchor left, 
God helps, and he alone. 


IIe to our prayers will bend his ear, 
He give our pangs relief, 

He turn to smiles each trembling tear, 
To joy each tort’ring grief. 


Then turn to him, mid sorrows wild, 
When wants and woes o’erwhelm, 

Rememb’ring, like the fearless child, 
Our Father's ai the helm. 


London New Times. 


FUNERAL HYMN. 


**Clay to Clay, and dust to dust !”” 
Let them mingle—for they must! 
Give to earth the earthly clod, 
For the spirit’s fled to God. 


Dust to dust, and clay to clay! 
Ashes now with ashes lay! 
Earthly mould to earth be given, 
For the spirit’s fled to heaven. 


Never more shall midnight’s damp 
Darken round this mortal lamp ; 
Never more sha}] noon-day’s glance 
Search tbis morta] countenance. 


Deep the pit, and celd the bed 
Where the spoils of death are laid ; 
Stiff the curtaivs, chill the gloom, 
Of man’s melancholy tomb. 


Look aloft! the spirit’s risen — 
Death cannot the soul imprison ; 
Tis in heaven that spirits dwell, 
Glorious, though invisible. 


Thither let us turn our view ; 
Peace is there and comfort too ; 
There shall those we love be found, 
Tracing joy’s eternal round. 








From the (Buffalo, N.Y.) Gospel Advocate. 
CHURCH TITLES. 


The readers of this paper have often been apprised 
that the Editor disapproves of the titles of Rev. D. D., 
&c. Ke. It is by him considered (and doubtless very 
justly so) an arrogant assumption of that honor which 
belongeth to God only. Hence, among those who 
hold to no other distinctions among mankind than those 
to which merit entitles the virtuous, the use of any such 
marks of distinction should be discarded. It may be 
urged by the objector, that in such titles, when ab- 
stractly considered, there is nothing offensive, or re- 
pugnant to the pure principles of the gospel, and that 
the only harm that can grow out of their use is the 
possibility of an improper meaning being attached to 
them. There may be some plausibility in the above 
argument, but until it can be shown wherein the use 
ot such titles will benefit mankind, either by promot- 
ing the cause of Christ, or in some other way, we 
deem it unworthy a serious reply. What benefit, it 


may be asked, has ever been derived from the applica- 
Has humility, the bright- 


‘tion ol such words to men? 
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UNIMERSALIST. MAGAZINE. 


est virtue of the christian, been stengthened and sus- 
tained by such means ?— When the leading object of 
our Saviour appears to have been to break down the 
paltry distinctions which too frequently exist among 
men, shall it be said that such vain appendages to the 
name of mortals will bave a salutary influence on the 
minds of any class of society’? No. For they are 
calculated either to awe the ignorant, or to flatter the 
spiritual pride of the vain glorious; either of which is 
opposed to the simple doctrine of Christ. 

We are in the habit of thinking that every thing es- 
sential to the glorious system of ethics was plainly 
taught, and as plainly exemplified by our Saviour and 
his apostles: And it would be a case without a pa- 
rallel in the record of their transactions if they enjoin- 
ed the use of titles ; for in no instance have they set 
an example of that kind. And if we would set this 
abomination before our eyes in its true light let us ap- 
ply those titles to some of the venerable and venerated 
saints of antiquity. For example: Matt. xxvi. 60. 
‘*Now the Rev. Simon Peter, D. D. sat without in 
the palace : and a damsel came unto him, saying, thou 
also was with Jesus of Galilee. But the Rev. gentle- 
man denied before them all, saying, | know not what 
thou sayest.”?> Again, ver. 74. “Then began the 
Rev. gentleman to curse and to swear, saying, | know 
not the man,” &c. and ver. 75. ‘“*And the Rev.Mr.Pe- 
ter, D. D., F. R. S. &c. remembered the word of Je- 
sus, which said unto him, Before the cock crow, thou 
shalt deny me thrice. And the Rey. Doctor went out 
and wept bitterly.”» Now this looks bad ; But why is 
it not as proper, and as profitable, to apply these titles 
to Peter, or any of the apostles as it isto apply them 
to modern preachers? It is believed-that this difficulty 
cannot be readily removed. But to go farther; see 
Matt. xvi. 22, 23, Then the Rey. Mr. Peter took 
him, and began to rebuke him, saying be it far from 
thee, Lord, this shall not be untothee. But he (Christ) 
turned, and said tothe Rev. Dr. Get thee behind me 
Satan,” &c.—And again. The Rev. Mr. Saul after he 
had received his diploma from the Theological Semi- 
nary of which the Rev. Mr. Gamaliel, D. D. was pre- 
sident, started on a mission to evangelize the heathen. 
And as he came near to Damascus, where resided a 
number of Hon. gentlemen, to whom he had letters of 
iutroduction, breathing out threatening and slaughter 
against the disciples of the Lord, suddenly there shin- 
ed round about the Rev. gentleman a light from heav- 
en: and he fell to the earth, and heard a voice saying 
untohim, Rev. Sir, why persecutest thou me? &c. 
Now compare this language with the common style of 
writing and speaking. ‘*The Rev. Dr. Griffin's plan for 
raising 700,000 ministers.» A sermon on the Divinity 
of Christ, by the Rev. H. Cummins, D. D. 

For one, the writer of this essay is tired of those 
empty, high sounding titles: —They savor of antichrist 
and should be discarded by every true follower of Je- 
sus. They are at variance with the teachings of our 
Redeemer and his apostles ; they are opposed to the 
simplicity of republicanism ; they are proper only for 
those, who possessing little else to distinguish them 
from other men requife this empty homage to their 
vanity, in room of some intrinsic merit to recommend 
them! 

Universalists will do well to discard entirely this 
practice. The sooner it is done the better. Hereaf- 
ter we desire of our brethren the favor of being ad- 
dressed by the more appropriate appellation of Brother, 
as long as we deserve it; and we promise, for one, that 
our ministering brethren shall not be distinguished 
by any other titles than those which belong to other 
men., 

We approve of the manly stand taken by Br. Fitz 
editor of the New-“ ork Gospel Herald, and will so 
far follow his example, as hereafter to substitute for 
the title of Rer. that of the Parson. The term Rev. 
therefore will only be affixed to the names of those who 





And such need not be sur- 


utations in the synagogues. 
prised if we consider it a sign of reproach rather than a 


mark of honorable distinction, L. 8..E. 


-The Christian Guide, 
TO A RIGHT UNDERSTANDING OF THE 
SCRIPTURES, 


Designed as a Select Commentary ofa 
Memoir of the Author,’ copious Intr are 
mony of the Evangelists, and Notes, Comments, or 
Dissertations on all Important and Obscure Passages in 
the New Testament. 

BY JOHN SAMUEL THOMPSON, 


Late of the Universities of Glasgow, St. Andrews and 
Edinburgh. Minister of the first Universalist Society, 
Utica, N. Y. 


This Work is designed to supply the Student in The- 
ology, and the intelligent christian inquirer, with the 
outlines of a regular and systematical course of studies, 
in the theory of the christian religion. ‘The path of 
theological investigation will be classically exhibited, 
and suitable references made to those writers who have 
illustrated particulars, in the most concise, perspicuour, 
and masterly manner. 

The Christian Guide is published monthly, at Utica, 
N.Y. in numbers of two sheets or thirty two pages. ‘The 
subscription is Two Dollars a year, or One Dollar, half 
yearly, in advance. All persons, who forward five 
Dollars, half yearly, shall have six copies, but none 
will be considered subscribers, till they have complied 
with the Conditions. 

The first volume will proceed as far as the end of 
the Four Gospels; and will cost the subscriber (hree 
dollars. Only a small edition is put to press, the copy 
right is secured, and if all the edition be not circulated 
by subscription, the price will be raised to $3,50 by 
the Author, and $4 by Booksellers, as soon as the work 
is completed. 

As nothing has yet appeared io the form of a Com- 
mentary, by avy member of that denomination of 
Christians to which the Author belongs, and as the 
necessity and utility of such a work is so apparent. he 
humbly confides in the patronage of his brethren in the 
ministry, and of all who feel interested in the prosper- 
ity of pure and undefiled religion. 

O<P-All communications must be addressed, free of 
postage, ‘Rev. John S. Thompson, Utica, N. Y.” 
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MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 

By Rev. H. Ballou, Mr. Joseph Burleigh to Miss Re- 
becca B. Brown.—Mr. Joseph Kendall to Miss Emeline 
Amelia Low.—Mr. Charles Petingale to Miss Lydia 
Sargent, all of Boston. 

By Rev. S. Streeter, Mr. John Myers to Miss Lucy 
Aun Lebart. 

By Rev. Mr. Wayland, Mr. Hegry Nye to Miss Ca- 
roline Maria Stockwell, of Gloucester. 
By Rev. Mr. Sharp, Mr. Francis B. Winter, former- 
ly of Bath, to Miss Mary Cockayne. 
In Roxbury, by Rev. H. Ballou, 2d. Mr. Jeremiah 
Eaton to Miss Eunice Hitchings. 
In Cambridge, by Rev. T. Whittemore, Mr. John 
Gibbs to Miss Jeanette Davis. —Mr. Samuel Orne to 
Miss Hannah Maria Cox, all of Cambridge. 

In Waltham, Dr. Theodore Kittridge, of this city, 
to Miss Harriet Winslow. 

In Swanzey. N. H. Mr. Benja. Frost, of Boston, to 
Miss Maria S. Brown. 

In Dunstable, Mass. Mr. Geo. W. Adams to Miss 
Hannah Parkhurst, both of this city. 





DIED IN THIS CITY, 

On Saturday evening last, Edward M’Lane, Esq. 
first Clerk in the Office of the Secretary of this Cem- 
monwealth, aged 64. 

On the 19th inst. Sally Cathcart, aged 58. 

Mr. Amos Smith, of Roxbury, aged 77. 

In Charlestown, John “A. Clair, aged 2 years. 

In Dorchester, Jan. 18, Mrs. Ann Garduer, aged 60. 

In Waltham, Mr. David Smith, aged 74. 
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Mr. Daniel Noyes, Atkinson, N. H. 
O. Goodrich, Pittsfield, Mass, 








love greetings in the market places and obsequious sal- | 





R. Porter, Warner, N. H. 








